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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-10, and 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Reiche (6,092,196). 

3. Regarding claim 1, Reiche disclosed receiving a termination uniform resource 
locator (URL) from a client relating to a terminated web application session (column 10, 
lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d, item 204), the termination URL including an external 
session identifier (ESID) (item 206) identifying the terminated web application session 
(column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); storing a state related to the terminated web 
application session associated with the ESID (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); 
receiving a request from the client for a new web application session (column 10, lines 
26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); determining whether the request includes an identifier that 
corresponds to the ESID of the terminated web application session (column 10, lines 
26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d, step B); and if the identifier corresponds to the ESID of the 
terminated web application session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d), serving the 
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new web application session according to the state related to the terminated web 
application session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Reiche disclosed wherein storing the state related to the 
terminated web application further includes storing the ESID identifying the terminated 
web application (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d). 

5. Regarding claim 4, Reiche disclosed receiving an ESID in response to serving 
the new web application (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

6. Regarding claim 5, Reiche disclosed receiving an ESID each time a new web 
application session is started (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

7. Regarding claims 6 and 17, Reiche disclosed wherein the request includes a 
start URL (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

8. Regarding claim 7, Reiche disclosed if the identifier does not correspond to the 
ESID of the terminated web application session, serving the new web application 
session in a startup mode (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

9. Regarding claim 8, Reiche disclosed minimizing the state related to the 
terminated web application (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

10. Regarding claim 9, Reiche disclosed storing the ESID in a table (column 10, lines 
10-30 and Fig. 2c). 

11. Regarding claims 10 and 16, Reiche disclosed determining whether the request 
includes an identifier that corresponds to the ESID of the terminated web application 
session further includes mapping the identifier to one or more ESIDs stored in the table 
(column 10, lines 10-30 and Fig. 2c). 
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12. Regarding claim 12, Reiche disclosed receiving a request from a client for a new 
web application session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a); determining whether the 
request includes an identifier that corresponds to an external session identifier (ESID) 
stored in a memory and identifying a terminated web application session (column 10, 
lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); if the identifier corresponds to the ESID of the terminated 
web application session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d), serving the new web 
application session according to a state related to the terminated web application 
session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); and if the identifier does not 
correspond to the ESID of the terminated web application session (column 10, lines 26- 
50, Fig. 2a and 2b), serving the new web application session in a startup mode (column 
10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

13. Regarding claim 13, Reiche disclosed storing the state related to the terminated 
web application session (column 10, lines 10-30 and Fig. 2c). 

14. Regarding claim 14, Reiche disclosed receiving the ESID from the client with a 
termination uniform resource locator (URL) (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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16. Claims 3, 11, 18, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reiche in view of Buckingham (6,961,776). 

17. Regarding claim 3, Reiche disclosed receiving the ESID from a portal used by 
the client (column 10, lines 10-30 and Fig. 2c). 

However Reiche does not explicitly teach that the session identifier comes from a 
portal. Buckingham teaches wherein the session identifier comes from a portal (column 
19, lines 45-60 and column 20, lines 10-40). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the portal features as 
taught by Reiche because both are from the same field of endeavor of managing web 
sessions and in order to maintain state information for a portal. 

18. Regarding claims 1 1 and 20, Reiche disclosed wherein the ESID is generated by 
a session manager of the portal (column 10, lines 10-30 and Fig. 2c). 

However Reiche does not explicitly teach that the session identifier comes from a 
portal. Buckingham teaches wherein the session identifier comes from a portal (column 

19. lines 45-60 and column 20, lines 10-40). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the portal features as 
taught by Reiche because both are from the same field of endeavor of managing web 
sessions and in order to maintain state information for a portal. 

19. Regarding claim 18, Reiche disclosed a portal configured to generate a external 
session identifier (ESID) related to a web application session, and further configured to 
send the ESID to a server (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2d); and a server 
platform hosting the server and having a memory configured to store a state associated 
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with the ESID and a mapping module configured to map a request for a new web 
application session to one or more ESIDs in the memory (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 
2c), the server platform being further configured to serve the new web application 
session in the state associated with one ESID if the request corresponds to the one 
ESID (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2a and 2b). 

However Reiche does not explicitly teach that the session identifier comes 
from a portal. Buckingham teaches wherein the session identifier comes from a portal 
(column 19, lines 45-60 and column 20, lines 10-40). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the portal features 
as taught by Reiche because both are from the same field of endeavor of managing 
web sessions and in order to maintain state information for a portal. 

20. Regarding claim 19, Reiche disclosed storing the state related to the terminated 
web application session (column 10, lines 26-50, Fig. 2d). 

21. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Offerman et al. (WO 01/97012) in view of Lane et al. "Web Database Applications with 
PHP & MySQL", for the same reasons given in the International Search Report for 
(PCT/IB 03/06400). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure. 
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a. Dustan et al. (5,884,312), teaches saving session information in a cookie 
to allow a user to return to a previous session, given the session has not yet expired. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradford F. Fritz whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3860. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



